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U.S. Department                                                                   Harrisburg Airports District Office 
of Transportation                                                                    3905 Hartzdale Drive, Ste. 508 

        Camp Hill, PA 17011 
Federal Aviation                        (717) 730-2830 phone 
Administration                (717) 730-2838 FAX 
 
 
April 10, 2006 
 
 
Mark Tudor, P.E. 
Group Engineer, Project Development 
State of Delaware 
Department of Transportation 
800 Bay Road 
Dover, DE  19903 
 
 
Re: Route 301 DEIS Alternatives 
 
 
Dear Mr. Tudor: 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the four alternatives retained in the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (DEIS) for the Route 301 project.  We have reviewed the drawings and the letter you 
provided from Mr. Finn Nielsen, President, Summit Aviation Incorporated.  We generally concur with the 
comments made by Summit Aviation. 
 
Summit Airport is an important airport in the National Air Transportation System.  The airport’s proximity 
to Wilmington, Delaware and Philadelphia, Pennsylvania provides important airport coverage in the 
Federal Aviation Administration’s National Plan of Integrated Airport Systems (NPIAS).  Summit Airport 
is a reliever airport to the congested and delayed Philadelphia International Airport (PHL).  As such, 
Summit Airport provides general aviation access to the National Air Transportation that cannot be readily 
accommodated at PHL without causing further delays. 
 
Summit Airport’s current Airport Layout Plan (ALP), as approved by the FAA, includes an extension of 
the primary Runway 17/35.  Summit Airport has filed plans with the FAA to extend Runway 17/35 to the 
north by 335 feet, and to the south by 498 feet.  Accordingly, we have considered the potential effects of 
the four alternatives on the planned runway extension, as well as to the existing airport facilities.  Based on 
our preliminary review of the alternatives, it appears that the Brown Alternative may be the only alternative 
that will adversely affect the Summit Airport.  As indicated in your letter of March 2, the Brown 
Alternative has two options – Brown North and Brown South. 
 
 



Brown North 
As indicated in Summit Aviation’s letter of February 16, the Brown North option may adversely impact 
both the existing Runway 17-35, and proposed extended Runway 17-35. 
 
Vehicles using the Brown North option may penetrate the existing and/or proposed extended Runway 17  
34:1 Approach Surface, 40:1 Instrument Departure Surface, and 20:1 Threshold Sitting Surface.  
Depending on several factors, such as the ability to mitigate a potential hazard, the penetrations may 
degrade the utility of the existing runway by increasing visibility minimums to possibly restricting use of 
Runway 17 for daytime operations only. 
 
We did not determine the actual impacts that the Brown North Alternative may have on the current and/or 
proposed approaches at Summit Airport.  Such an analysis will require the Delaware Department of 
Transportation to file an FAA Form 7460 with the FAA pursuant to Federal Aviation Regulations (FAR) 
Part 77.  Upon receipt of the FAA Form 7460, the FAA will conduct an airspace evaluation and issue a 
determination.  Each FAA line of business, including, Airports, Flight Procedures, and Air Traffic, among 
other offices, will review the proposed alternatives and comment. 
 
Pursuant to FAR Part 77, the Delaware Department of Transportation will be required to file an FAA Form 
7460 prior to constructing either the Brown North or Brown South options due to their close proximity to 
the airport.  In addition, any other alternative selected as the preferred alternative in the DEIS will need to 
be evaluated using the surfaces identified in FAR Part 77 prior to construction to determine if a Form 7460 
is necessary.  That said, we highly recommend that a Form 7460 be filed for each of the four alternatives as 
required by FAR Part 77, including different options under each alternative, prior to completion of the 
DEIS. 
 
The Brown North option will traverse the Runway Protection Zone (RPZ) of the existing and planned 
Runway 17 end.  We strongly encourage airport owners to acquire sufficient interest in property within the 
RPZ in order to prohibit incompatible land use.    
 
Finally, the Brown North option will cause a penetration to the Runway Object Free Area of the proposed 
Runway 17/35 extension, thereby precluding the construction of the full length of the extension currently 
proposed by Summit Aviation.  This impact may be avoidable if the existing pavement was used for the 
Summit Bridge Farms access Spur and the Right of Way line adjusted accordingly.  The Brown North 
option also impacts the existing Runway 17 by not allowing any space between the Object Free Area and 
the proposed Summit Bridge Farms access Spur.  The space would allow an internal airport vehicle service 
road and was a condition of the last (2/8/06) Airport Layout Plan approval letter.  The condition was 
imposed in order to address FAA’s emphasis on prevention of Aircraft-Vehicle incursions. 
 
Brown South 
As indicated in your letter of March 2, the Brown South option will physically impact Summit Airport’s 
runways.  Specifically, it appears that the crosswind Runway 11/29 would become too short to allow any 
aircraft landings or takeoffs and would need to be closed.  In addition, the primary Runway 17/35 would 
need to be shortened by more than 250 feet, assuming the presence of 25-foot light poles and/or highway 
signs along the proposed Brown South option in the vicinity of the airport.  Therefore, it appears that the 
Brown South option will significantly degrade the utility of the existing airport. 
 
Summit Airport has received Federal grant assistance under the FAA’s Airport Improvement Program.  In 
exchange for this assistance, Summit Aviation has agreed to several Federal obligations in the form of 



grant assurances as required by Federal law.  Among other things, Summit Aviation has agreed that it will 
not sell, lease, encumber, or otherwise transfer any interest in the airport property without the written 
approval of the FAA.  In addition, Summit Aviation has agreed to operate the airport in a safe and 
serviceable condition at all time in accordance with its currently approved Airport Layout Plan.  Given the 
apparent significant adverse impacts that the Brown South option may have on the Summit Airport, it is not 
likely that the FAA will approve the sale of any interest in the airport property for the Brown South option. 
 
If you have any questions regarding our comments please contact Mr. Jim Fels of my office at (717) 730-
2833.  In addition, Jim Fels is available to assist your office in completing the necessary FAA Form 7460 
to obtain a complete airspace determination from the FAA. 
 
Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Original Signed by: 
Sue McDonald, Acting Manager for 
 
Wayne T. Heibeck 
Manager 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
cc: by eMail only: 
Michael Kirkpatrick Del DOT Aviation Planner 
Finn Neilson, Summit Aviation @ EVY 
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